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read, that those will not gain much who, not taking care to compre-
hend the sequence and connection of my arguments, devote themselves
only to controverting isolated passages1. Further, as to the method
by which we are able to distinguish those things which we really
perceive clearly, from that which we only think we so perceive,
although I believe that I have expounded it with sufficient care, as
has been already said, I nevertheless am by no means confident
that people who make too little effort to divest themselves of their
prejudices, and so complain that I have not spoken of these simply
and in few words, will easily grasp this method.

CONCERNING THE OBJECTIONS TO THE FIFTH

MEDITATION.

1. Here, after quoting one or two of my words, you add that
they are all that I have to say about the question in hand2; and this
compels me to warn you that you have not paid enough attention
to the mutual connection between my statements. For I believe it
to be such that, to the proof of any one matter, everything which
has gone before contributes, as well as much of what follows. Hence
it is impossible for you in good faith to report what I have to say
about any one topic, unless you take into account the whole of
what I have said about the others. ^^^/'"

You say that it seems to you to be a^gerious matter to set up some
immutable and eternal being in addition to God; and you would be
quite right if it were a question of existence, or merely if I had set
up something with an immutability not dependent on God. But in
the same way as the poets feign that, while the fates were indeed
established by Jove, yet once established, he was restricted in his
action by his maintenance of them; similarly I do not think that
the essence of things, and those mathematical truths which may be
known about them, are independent of God; yet I think that
because God so wished it and brought it to pass, they are immutable
and eternal. Now whether you think this to have serious conse-
quences or the reverse, to me it is sufficient if it is true.

Your attack upon the universals of the dialecticians, which you
next undertake, does not touch me, since I do not conceive of
universals in the same way as they do. But as to the essences
which are clearly and distinctly conceived, such as that of the
triangle or of any other geometrical figure, I shall easily compel you
1 Vol. i. p. 139, par. 2.                    2 Above, p. 183, par. 1.